RUSSIA AND THE WEST IN IRAN

were originally radical petty bourgeois ideological movements which, how-
ever, as a result of their service to the big bourgeoisie became converted into
a bourgeois nationalist-reformist movement. After this, in India, Egypt, and
Indonesia, there was again founded a radical wing from among the different
petty bourgeois groups (e. g. the Republican Party, Watanists, Sarekat
Rayat), which stand for a more or less consistent national-revolutionary point
of view. In such a country as India, the rise is possible of some new analogous
radical petty bourgeois parties and groups.

But the fact must not be lost sight of that these parties, essentially con-
sidered, are connected with the national bourgeoisie. The petty bour-
geoisie intelligentsia at the head of the parties puts forward national-
revolutionary demands but at die same time appears more or less conscious
as the representative of the capitalist development of their country. Some
of these elements can become the followers of various kinds of reactionary
Utopias, but when confronted with feudalism and imperialism, they, in
distinction from the parties of the big national bourgeoisie, appear at the
outset not as reformists but as more or less revolutionary representatives of
the anti-imperialist interests of the colonial bourgeoisie. This is the case, at
least, so long as the development of the revolutionary process in the coun-
try does not put on the order of the day in a definite and sharp form the
fundamental internal questions of the bourgeois-democratic-revolution, par-
ticularly the question of the realisation of the agrarian revolution and the
dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry. When this happens, then it
usually denotes the end of the revolutionary character of the petty bour-
geois parties. As soon as the revolution has placed the class interests of the
proletariat and the peasantry in critical contradiction not only to the rule
of the feudal-imperialist bloc, but also to the class rule of the bourgeoisie,
the petty bourgeois groups usually go back to the position of the national-
reformist parties.

It is absolutely essential that the Communist Parties in these countries
should from the very beginning demarcate themselves in the most clear-cut
fashion, both politically and organisationally, from all the petty bourgeois
groups and parties. In so far as the needs of the revolutionary struggle de-
mand it, a temporary co-operation is permissible, and in certain circum-
stances even a temporary union between the Communist Party and the
national revolutionary movement, provided that the latter is a genuine
revolutionary movement, that it genuinely struggles against the ruling power
and that its representatives do not put obstacles in the way of the Communists
educating and organising in a revolutionary sense the peasants and broad
masses of the exploited. In every such co-operation, however, it is essential
to take the most careful precautions in order that this co-operation does not
degenerate into a fusion of the Communist movement with the bourgeois-
revolutionary movement.
The Communist movement in all circumstances, must unconditionally

[354]